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Art Unit: 2173 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 7, 11, 15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Dyszel (Handspring Visor for Dummies). 

As to claim 1 5 Dyszel teaches a method of displaying calendar information comprising: 

• displaying a weekly view graphical image on a display screen (i.e. see Fig. 8-3, p. 121), 

o wherein said weekly view graphical image comprises days of the week and 

appointment icons therein (i.e. the columns represent the days of the week and bars in 
the columns represent appointment icons, see Fig. 8-3, p. 121); 

• visually highlighting appointment icons in response to user navigation input (i.e. by tapping 
on the interface, see p. 122); 

• in response to a user selection of a first highlighted appointment icon, 

o automatically displaying a preview window comprising details of said first 

highlighted appointment icon on said display screen (i.e. see top of Fig. 8-4, p. 122), 

o wherein said preview window is displayed simultaneously with said weekly view 
graphical image which remains user accessible while said preview window is open 
(i.e. see Fig. 8-4, p. 122). 

As to claim 5, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 1 wherein said user input is 
obtained from tactile interaction with a digitizer of said display screen (i.e. the screen supports 
tactile interaction by tapping, see p. 1 5). 

As to claim 7, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 1 further comprising, in 
response to a user navigation to a second highlighted appointment icon, automatically updating 
said preview window to display details of said second highlighted appointment icon on said 
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display screen (i.e. clicking on another bar will present information about the other bar, see p. 
121). 

As to claims 1 1, 15, and 17, claims 1 1, 15, and 17 differs from claim 1, 5, and 7 only in 
that claims 1 1, 15, and 17 are a system type claims with memory (see p. 208) and processor (see 
line 4, p. 13) on a bus where as claims 1, 5, and 7 are method claims. Thus, claims 1 1, 15, and 17 
are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claims 1,5, and 7 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 22, 26, 28-30, 32, 36, and 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dyszel (Handspring Visor for Dummies). 

As to claim 22, Dyszel teaches a method of displaying calendar information comprising: 

• displaying a monthly view graphical image on a display screen, wherein said monthly view 
graphical image comprises days of the month and appointment icons therein (see Fig. 8-5 
with boxes in the day representing appointments in that day, p. 123); 

• visually highlighting days in response to user navigation input (the 7 th is highlighted, see Fig. 
8-5, p. 123); 

but does not teach 

• in response to a user selection of a first highlighted day, 

o automatically displaying a preview window comprising details of appointments said 

first highlighted day on said display screen, 
o wherein said preview window is displayed simultaneously with said view graphical 

image which remains user accessible while said preview window is open. 
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However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the weekly view 
graphical image with previews (see p. 121- 122) as taught by Dyszel to include using previews in 
a monthly view. The motivation to modify being to simultaneously preview a selected day in a 
calendar with a summary of appointments of that selected day (see p. 122 and 123). 

As to claim 26, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 22 wherein said user input 
is obtained from tactile interaction with a digitizer of a said display screen (i.e. the screen 
supports tactile interaction by tapping, see p. 15). 

As to claim 28, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 22 further comprising, in 
response to a user navigation to a second highlighted day, automatically updating said preview 
window to display details of appointments of said second highlighted day on said display screen 
(i.e. clicking on another bar will present information about the other bar, see p. 121). 

As to claim 29, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 22 further comprising 
displaying a full day view of said first highlighted day in response to a user selection provided 
said preview window is already open (i.e. tapping on a day in Month view will display the Day 
view for that day, see p. 123). 

As to claim 30, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 28 further comprising 
displaying a full day view of said second highlighted day in response to a user selection provided 
said preview window is already open (i.e. tapping on a day in Month view will display the Day 
view for that day, see p. 123). 

As to claims 32, 36, 38, 39, and 40, claims 32, 36, 38, 39, and 40 differs from claim 22, 
26, 28, 29 and 30 only in that claims 32, 36, 38, 39, and 40 are a system type claims with 
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memory (see p. 208, 'Dyszel) and processor (see line 4, p. 13, 'Dyszel) on a bus where as claims 
22, 26, 28, 29 and 30 are method claims. Thus, claims. 32, 36, 38, 39, and 40 are analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to claims 22, 26, 28, 29 and 30 above. 

5. Claims 2-4, 6, 12-14, 16, 23-25, 27, 33-35, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dyszel (Handspring Visor for Dummies) in view of Martin et al. (US 
Patent Application Publication # 2003/0122779 Al). 

As to claim 2, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 1 (see claim 1 above) but 
does not teach wherein said user navigation input is obtained from a 5 -way navigation tool. 
Martin et al. teach wherein said user navigation input is obtained from a 5-way navigation tool 
(see [0083], 'Martin). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Martin et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the user navigational input as taught by Dyszel to include a 5-way navigational tool as taught by 
Martin et al. with the motivation being to provide "navigation within the various interfaces 
displayed on the PDA." (see [0083] lines 6-7, 'Martin) 

As to claim 3, Dyszel in view of Martin et al. teach a method as described in Claim 2 
wherein said user selection is obtained from said 5-way navigation tool (i.e. by clicking the 
center of the D-pad, see [0083], 'Martin). 

As to claim 4, Dyszel in view of Martin et al. teach a method as described in Claim 3 
wherein said 5-way navigation tool comprises a selection button and four cursor directional 
buttons (D-pad 105, see [0083], 'Martin). 
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As to claim 6, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 1 (see claim 1 above) 
wherein said display screen is switchable between a small display mode which is substantially 
square in shape (i.e. Fig. 8-3 shows a square shape display, see p. 121, 'Dyszel), but does not 
teach a tall display mode which is substantially rectangular in shape. Martin et al. teach a tall 
display mode which is substantially rectangular in shape (i.e. display 102 Fig. 1 1 has a screen 
that is a tall rectangle, 'Martin). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Martin et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the display mode as taught by Dyszel to include a tall rectangular display mode as taught by 
Martin et al. with the motivation being to allow an application to be used in a plurality of screen 
sizes. 

As to claims 12, 13, 14, and 16, claims 12, 13, 14, and 16 differs from claim 2, 3, 4, and 6 
only in that claims 12, 13, 14, and 16 are a system type claims with memory (see p. 208, 
'Dyszel) and processor (see line 4, p. 13, 'Dyszel) on a bus where as claims 2, 3, 4, and 6 are 
method claims. Thus, claims 12, 13, 14, and 16 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect 
to claims 2, 3* 4, and 6 above. 

As to claim 23, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 22 (see claim 22 above) 
but does not teach wherein said user navigation input is obtained from a 5-way navigation tool. 
Martin et al. teach wherein said user navigation input is obtained from a 5-way navigation tool 
(see [0083], 'Martin). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Martin et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
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the user navigational input as taught by Dyszel to include a 5-way navigational tool as taught by 
Martin et al. with the motivation being to provide "navigation within the various interfaces 
displayed on the PDA." (see [0083] lines 6-7, 'Martin) 

As to claim 24, Dyszel in view of Martin et ah teach a method as described in Claim 2 
wherein said user selection is obtained from said 5-way navigation tool (i.e. by clicking the 
center of the D-pad, see [0083], 'Martin). 

As to claim 25, Dyszel in view of Martin et al. teach a method as described in Claim 3 
wherein said 5-way navigation tool comprises a selection button and four cursor directional 
buttons (D-pad 105, see [0083], 'Martin). 

As to claim 27, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 22 (see claim 22 above) 
wherein said display screen is switchable between a small display mode which is substantially 
square in shape (i.e. Fig. 8-5 shows a square shape display, see p. 121, 'Dyszel), but does not 
teach a tall display mode which is substantially rectangular in shape. Martin et al. teach a tall 
display mode which is substantially rectangular in shape (i.e. display 102 Fig. 1 1 has a screen 
that is a tall rectangle, 'Martin). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Martin et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the display mode as taught by Dyszel to include a tall rectangular display mode as taught by 
Martin et al. with the motivation being to allow an application to be used in a plurality of screen 
sizes. 

As to claims 33, 34, 35, and 37, claims 33, 34, 35, and 37 differs from claim 23, 24, 25, 
27 only in that claims 33, 34, 35, and 37 are a system type claims with memory (see p. 208, 
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'Dyszel) and processor (see line 4, p. 13, 'Dyszel) on a bus where as claims 23, 24, 25, 27 are 
method claims. Thus, claims 33, 34, 35, and 37 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect 
to claims 23, 24, 25, 27 above. 

6. Claims 8, 9, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dyszel (Handspring Visor for Dummies) in view of Kitamura et al. (US Patent # 6,947,158 Bl). 

As to claim 8, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 1 (see claim 1 above) 
further comprising a removal of a preview window (i.e. in Fig. 8-3, since there is no selected 
block, there is no preview window, see p. 121, 'Dyszel) but does not teach further comprising 
removing said preview window in response to a user selection while said preview window is 
open. Kitamura et al. teach further comprising removing said preview window in response to a 
user selection while said preview window is open (i.e. see col. 4 lines 39-42, 'Kitamura). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Kitamura et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the removal of a preview window as taught by Dyszel to include the removal by user selection as 
taught by Kitamura with the motivation being to provide a way to close a preview window by a 
user selection. 

As to claim 9, Dyszel teaches a method as described in Claim 7 further comprising a 
removal of a preview window (i.e. in Fig. 8-3, since there is no selected block, there is no 
preview window, see p. 121) but does not teach further comprising removing said preview 
window in response to a user selection while said preview window is open. Plumley teaches 
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further comprising removing said preview window in response to a user selection while said 
preview window is open (i.e. see col. 4 lines 39-42, 'Kitamura). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Kitamura et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the removal of a preview window as taught by Dyszel to include the removal by user selection as 
taught by Kitamura with the motivation being to provide a way to close a preview window by a 
user selection. 

As to claims 18 and 19, claims 18 and 19 differs from claim 8 and 9 only in that claims 
18 and 19 are a system type claims with memory (see p. 208, 'Dyszel) and processor (see line 4, 
p. 13, 'Dyszel) on a bus where as claims 8 and 9 are method claims. Thus, claims 18 and 19 are 
analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claims 8 and 9 above. 

7. Claims 10, 20, 31, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dyszel (Handspring Visor for Dummies) in view of Martin et al. (US Patent Application 
Publication # 2003/0122779 Al) and further in view of Microsoft (Microsoft Windows & MS- 
DOS 6 User's Guide). 

As to claim 10, Dyszel in view of Martin et al. teach a method as described in Claim 4 
(see claim 4 above) wherein said visually highlighting comprises: highlighting days of the week 
(i.e. see Fig. 8-4 where 9/10 is selected, 'Dyszel); and highlighting appointments within a 
highlighted day (i.e. by clicking on a block representing an appointment, see Fig. 8-4, 'Dyszel), 
but does not teach wherein the navigation is with left/right and up/down navigation. Microsoft 
teaches wherein the navigation is with left/right and up/down navigation (i.e. using cursor keys 
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to move the cursor to the item and to select an item using the cursor, see 3 rd paragraph and 
bottom of, p. 19, 'Microsoft). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Martin et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the visual highlighting and selection as taught by Dyszel to include a selection by left/right and 
up/down inputs as taught by Microsoft with the motivation being to select items using keys to 
navigate through an interface (see p. 19, 'Microsoft). 

As to claim 20, claim 20 differs from claim 10 only in that claim 20 is a system type 
claim with memory (see p. 208, 'Dyszel) and processor (see line 4, p. 13, 'Dyszel) on a bus 
where as claim 10 is a method claim. Thus, claim 20 is analyzed as previously discussed with 
respect to claim 10 above. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Microsoft before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
display as taught by Dyszel to include a collapsible input area as taught by Microsoft with the 
motivation being to "enlarge an application to fill ... the entire desktop", see 2 nd paragraph p. 26, 
'Microsoft). 

As to claim 31, Dyszel in view of Martin et al. teach a method as described in Claim 25 
(see claim 25 above) wherein said visually highlighting comprises: highlighting days of the 
month across a common row (i.e. see Fig. 8-5 where the 7 th is selected, 'Dyszel); and 
highlighting days of the month across a common column within-a highlighted day (i.e. by 
clicking on a block representing an appointment, see Fig. 8-4, 'Dyszel), but does not teach 
wherein the navigation is with left/right and up/down navigation. Microsoft teaches wherein the 
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navigation is with left/right and up/down navigation (i.e. using cursor keys to move the cursor to 
the item and to select an item using the cursor, see 3 rd paragraph and bottom of, p. 19, 
'Microsoft). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dyszel and Martin et al. before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the visual highlighting and selection as taught by Dyszel to include a selection by left/right and 
up/down inputs as taught by Microsoft with the motivation being to select items using keys to 
navigate through an interface (see p. 19, 'Microsoft). 

As to claim 41, claim 41 differs from claim 31 only in that claim 41 is a system type 
claim with memory (see p. 208, 'Dyszel) and processor (see line 4, p. 13, 'Dyszel) on a bus 
where as claim 31 is a method claim. Thus, claim 41 is analyzed as previously discussed with 
respect to claim 3 1 above. 

8. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dyszel 
(Handspring Visor for Dummies) in view of Microsoft (Microsoft Windows & MS-DOS 6 
User's Guide). 

As to claim 21, Dyszel teaches a computer system as described in Claim 1 1 (see claim 1 1 
above) but does not teach wherein said display screen comprises a collapsible active input area 
for enlarging the effective area of said display screen. Microsoft teaches wherein said display 
screen comprises a collapsible active input area for enlarging the effective area of said display 
screen (i.e. by maximizing a window to the full length of the screen or restoring to the original 
size after it has been maximized, see p. 26, 'Microsoft). 
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Conclusion 



9. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. 1 .1 1 1(c) to consider 
these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited therein teach a 
calendar with previews of a certain day. 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Noble S. Wong whose telephone number is (571) 270-1044. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only; For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Inquiries 




Noble Wong 
11/30/06 




